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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) £3 Claim (s) 1-22 is/are rejected. 
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1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 - 22 are pending in this Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 -21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "A method" in claim. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "A system" in claim. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "A system" in claim. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
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MPEP2106 IV.B.2.(b) 

A claim that requires one or more acts to be performed defines a process. However, not 
all processes are statutory under 35 U.S.C. 101. Schrader, 22 F.3d at 296, 30 USPQ2d at 1460. 
To be statutory, a claimed computer-related process must either: (A) result in a physical 
transformation outside the computer for which a practical application in the technological arts is 
either disclosed in the specification or would have been known to a skilled artisan, or (B) be 
limited to a practical application within the technological arts. 

Claims 1 - 21 , in view of the above-cited MPEP sections, are not statutory 
because they merely recite a number of computing steps without producing any tangible 
result and/or being limited to a practical application within the technological arts. The 
use of a computer has not been indicated. 

Theses claim do not indicate use of hardware on which the software runs to 
perform the steps recited in the body of the claim. Software or program can be stored 
on a medium and/or executed by a computer. In other words the software must be 
computer-readable. The use of a computer is not evident in the claim. MPEP 
2106.IV.B.1(a) refers to "computer-readable" medium with computer program encoded 
on it." 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (hereinafter "APA") and in view of U.S. Patent Number 
6,233,183 issued to John Smith et al. (hereinafter "Smith"). 

With respect to claim 1 , APA teaches a method for processing descriptions of 
audiovisual content, the method comprising: evaluating a description of audiovisual 
content (APA: page 2, lines 3 - 9); determining whether the description is an abstraction 
(APA: page 2, lines 12 - 16); and if the description is an abstraction, determining a level 
of abstraction (APA: page 2, lines 21 - 22). 

APA does not explicitly teach storing an indicator of the level of abstraction 
with the description of audiovisual content as claimed. 

However, Smith discloses claimed storing an indicator of the level of abstraction 
(Smith: column 4, line 63 - column 5, line 12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was to combine Smith with APA to provide a uniform 
description scheme and to provide an abstraction layer between image, video and audio 
description schemes and multimedia applications and the stored, compressed data, 
which then allows the data to be referenced and accessed in terms of space and 
frequency views (see Smith: column 3, lines 3 - 8). 

As to claim 2, the description of audiovisual content is a semantic description 
(page 2, lines 3 - 9). 
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As to claim 3, utilizing the indicator of the level of abstraction to determine a 
usage mode of the description of audiovisual content (Smith: column 1 , lines 17 - 36). 

As to claim 4, the usage mode is any one of a descriptive mode or an accessing 
mode (APA: page 1 , lines 15-17 and Smith: column 1 , lines 39 - 48). 

As to claim 5, utilizing the indicator of the level of abstraction to determine 
whether the description of audiovisual content is a media abstraction (APA: page 2, 
lines 3- 16). 

As to claim 6, utilizing the indicator of the level of abstraction to determine 
whether the description of audiovisual content is a lambda abstraction (APA: page 2, 
lines 3 - 20). 

As to claim 7, the indicator of the level of abstraction includes a positive integer 
to store a number associated with the level of abstraction (APA: page 2, lines 3 - 20). 

As to claim 8, the indicator further includes a term to point to one of a plurality of 
entries in a classification scheme, the one of the plurality of entries being defined by the 
abstraction (APA: page 2, lines 3 - 20). 

As to claim 9, the description of the audiovisual content is a description scheme 
(APA: page 2, lines 3 - 20). 

With respect to claim 10, APA does not explicitly teach searching a database of 
descriptions using a level of abstraction specified by a user as claimed. Smith teaches 
claimed searching a database of descriptions using a level of abstraction specified by a 
user. Smith teaches steps of standardizing the interface for multimedia content search 
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and filtering in a large number of multimedia storage (see Smith: column 1 , lines 43 - 
54). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to combine Smith with APA to improve the ability by 
which audio-visual content is indexed, searched, browsed, filed and filtered in a large 
number of multimedia storage and retrieval applications and to enable interoperability 
between image and video systems. 

The subject matter of claims 1 1 - 22 are rejected in the analysis above in claims 
1-10 and these claims are rejected on that basis. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent 6,593,936 B1 issued to Huang et al. 

U.S. Pub. No. US 2002/0157116 A1 issued to Jasinschi. 
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Contact Information 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shahid Al Alam whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4030. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8:00 A.M.- 4:00 
P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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